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Honorable Peter V. Domenici
United States Senate
427 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510-3101

Dear Senator Domenici:
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This is in response to your letter dated August 5, 1993 regarding PR Docket
93 - 61, adopted March 11, 1993. You first requested information on this
proceeding in a June 16, 1993 letter. Chairman Quello responded via letter
dated July 13, 1993. You now request coaaents on a letter drafted by your
constituent, Amtech Corporation, in response to Chairman Quello's July 13th
letter. The letter drafted by your constituent finds three basic areas of
concern raised by the Chairman's letter: first, that we proposed to require
that some AVM licensees shift their operating frequency to avoid creating
interference to other licensees; second, that we proposed, as an alternative,
to provide exclusive licensing of wide-band systems for five years; and third,
that we may assign spectrum for the exclusive use of two regional bell
operating companies (your constituent correctly notes that Ameritech is no
longer in a joint partnership with METS and, therefore, is no longer involved
in this proceeding) .

This proceeding remains in the Notice of Proposed Rule Making stage and, thus,
we are in the process of giving full consideration to the views of your
constituent as well as those of numerous other interested parties. While we
recognize that cer.tain aspects of this proceeding have generated considerable
debate, the reasons for our proposals were fully discussed in the Notice and
were intended to solicit a wide variety of comments on how the Commission
should resolve the various and complex issues raised in this proceeding. To
this end, Amtech and approximately 85 other entities filed extensive comments
expressing their viewpoints on the proposals. MAny of Amtech's views differ
in a number of respects from those offered by the Commission for public
comment. It would therefore be premature for us to now offer further comment
on our proposals and Amtech's views on how we should resolve these issues.
This will be accomplished at the Report and Order stage of this proceeding,
which we hope to present in the near future.

I thank you for your interest in this matter.

Sincerely,

~LQ.
Ralph A. Haller
Chief, Private Radio Bureau
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Thank you very much for your let r-orn/j'lilY: 'i'ij3--wt'licli-,
explains the FCC position on sever spectrum realloca~ion is~ues
raised by the Amtech Corporation. I a imely
response.

I asked my constituents to review your comments and advise
me of their implications for Amtech and other of the diverse
users of the portion of spectrum in question. The attached draft
letter was provided by Amtech and lays out several issues still
of concern to that company and, presumably, to various other
firms.

I would appreciate your comments on the issues raised in the
draft letter at your earliest convenience and hope that the
questions will be resolved prior to the completion of the
rulemaking process.

Pete V. Domenici
United States senator
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'Also see Senate ~ppropriations oamaitte@ ~port
language tor the ~epai;tment:9 ot Commerce, Jus~1 e# anQ s~ate,

the 3udie~ary, ~n4 Rel~ted Aqeneie~ Appropriatl n Bill, 1994.
(Senate Raport No.103~10S at pa9$ 39).


